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SUB J : SPACE COOPERATION - CASTOR II ROCKET TECHNOLOGY 
REF: STATE 168756 

1. EMBASSY VERY MUCH APPRECIATES INFORMATION PROVIDED IN REFTEL 
ON GOI REQUEST FOR CASTOR II MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY. SUCH 
INFORMATION IS OF GREAT ASSISTANCE IN RESPONDING TO INQUIRIES. 

ON AUGUST 6, KURODA (NASDA) PHONED SCICOUNS, STATING THAT JAPANESE 
EMBASSY WASHINGTON HAS ADVISED THAT SCICOUNS HAD INFORMATION ON 
MATTER. AND REQUESTED SAME. SCICOUNS DREW ON MESSAGE IN 
RESPONDING TO KURODA, BUT, IN VIEW PARA 5, DID NOT PROVIDE 
TEXT OF DEPT’S LETTER TO THIOKOL. 

2. IN ENSUING DISCUSSION, KURODA OBSERVED THAT CASTOR II ROCKET 
IS IN FACT REQUIRED BOTH FOR CURRENT "N" CONFIGURATION, AS PARA 2 
OF REFTEL RECOGNIZES, AND FOR IMPROVED "N". JAPANESE INTEREST 

IN ACQUIRING TECHNOLOGY FOR MANUFACTURE OF THIS ITEM IS, THEREFORE, 
RELATED TO CURRENT "N" CONFIGURATION AND NOT ONLY TO IMPROVED "N". 
SAME POINT WAS MADE BY KURODA IN RECENT CONVERSATION WITH SCICOUNS, 
AT WHICH TIME, HOWEVER, SCICOUNS WAS UNAWARE OF PENDING THIOKOL 
REQUEST. IN MOST RECENT CONVERSATION, KURODA INDICATED THAT 
JAPANESE REQUEST FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF MATTER IS LIKELY 
ON BASIS OF USE OF CASTOR II IN CURRENT "N" CONFIGURATION. 
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3. WHILE EMBASSY HAS CERTAIN RESERVATIONS, EXPRESSED IN PREVIOUS 
MESSAGES, AS TO RIGID APPLICATION OF "HARDWARE ONLY" GENERAL RULE 
FOR ITEMS REQUIRED FOR "N" ROCKET UPGRADING, WE, OF COURSE, WILL 
CONTINUE TO STRESS THIS VIEW SO LONG AS POSITION REMAINS UNCHANGED. 
WE BELIEVE, HOWEVER, THAT RULE IS NOT PROPERLY APPLICABLE TO 
THIOKOL REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF MANUFACTURING LICENSE AND TECH- 
NICAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT FOR CASTOR II. BASIS FOR THIS 
CONCLUSION IS THE FOLLOWING: 

1) CASTOR II IS REQUIRED NOT ONLY FOR IMPROVED "N ", BUT 

FOR CURRENT "N" AS WELL (IN FACT, IMPROVED "N" MIGHT INVOLVE 
USE OF CASTOR II-X RATHER THAN CASTOR II. SEE PARA 5 BELOW.) 

THUS, CASTOR II IS ITEM BEING EXPORTED, AND TO BE EXPORTED IN 
FUTURE, UNDER 1969 AGREEMENT AS IT NOW STANDS. 

2) 1969 AGREEMENT LACKS "HARDWARE ONLY" RESTRICTION OF 
NOVEMBER 1973 OFFER, AND, IN FACT, PLACES EMPHASIS ON "TECHNOLOGY 
ONLY" AS GENERAL RULE (SEE PARA C OF ATTACHMENT TO 1969 AGREEMENT). 

3) WE RECOGNIZE THAT AMISHIMA IDENTIFIED CASTOR II ROCKET 

AND MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY THEREFORE AS ITEM REQUIRED IN "N" 
ROCKET IMPROVEMENT. IT IS EQUALLY TRUE, HOWEVER, THAT JAPANESE 
DESIRE FOR MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY RESULTS FROM GENERAL POLICY 
AND IS AS APPLICABLE TO ITEMS REQUIRED FOR CURRENT "N" CONFIGURATION 
AS TO THOSE REQUIRED ONLY FOR IMPROVED "N". KURODA STATED THAT 
DESIRE FOR CASTOR II TECHNOLOGY RELATED EQUALLY TO CURRENT "N ", 

AND WE HAVE NO DOUBT THIS IS SO. FACT THAT REQUEST 
APPARENTLY WAS INITIATED BY JAPANESE SOMETIME BEFORE THIOKOL’S 
MARCH 5 LETTER FURTHER INDICATES THAT GOJ DID NOT VIEW REQUEST AS 
FALLING UNDER RESTRICTIONS OF NOVEMBER OFFER, SINCE WE DO NOT 
BELIEVE JAPANESE WOULD ATTEMPT PIECEMEAL EVASION OF THIS 
RESTRICTION BEFORE EVEN HAVING DISCUSSED PRINCIPLE WITH USG. 

4. ON BASIS ABOVE FACTORS, WE BELIEVE THAT GOOD FAITH IMPLEMENTATION 
OF 1969 AGREEMENT REQUIRES THAT REQUEST FOR CASTOR II MANUFACTURING 
TECHNOLOGY BE CONSIDERED UNDER GENERAL RULES APPLICABLE TO US 
ASSISTANCE ON CURRENT "N" ROCKET, RATHER THAN UNDER "HARDWARE 
ONLY" CRITERION OF NOVEMBER 1973 OFFER. WE RECOGNIZE THAT THERE 
MAY BE VALID REASONS, OTHER THAN THE MODIFIED US POLICY 
REFLECTED IN NOVEMBER 1973 OFFER, FOR DISAPPROVING CASTOR II 
REQUEST, THUS BRINGING IT WITHIN "EXCEPTIONAL CASES’" 

FORESEEN BY PARA C OF ATTACHMENT TO 1969 AGREEMENT. BARRING 
SUCH SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS, HOWEVER, WE BELIEVE IT IS DIFFICULT 
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TO DEFEND DECISION REFLECTED IN REFTEL ON BASIS OF APPLICABILITY 
OF NOVEMBER 1973 POSITION. 

5. IN SAME CONVERSATION, KURODA OBSERVED, AS HE HAS IN PAST, 

THAT JAPANESE RESPONSE TO NOVEMBER 1973 OFFER, PROMISED IN 
AMISHIMA'S WASHINGTON VISIT, IS BEING HELD UP PENDING DECISION 
ON WHICH, IF ANY, OF TWO DEVELOPED, SECOND-STAGE ENGINES 
JAPANESE WILL ASK APPROVAL TO BUY. KURODA EXPLAINED THAT USE OF 
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EITHER OF THESE TWO ENGINES (AEROJET AJ 10-1 18F OR TRW TR-20 WOULD 
ALLOW USE OF CASTOR II ROCKETS ON IMPROVED "N". UNAVAILABILITY 
OF SUCH ENGINE, ON OTHER HAND, WOULD DICTATE NEED FOR CASTOR II-X 
STRAP-ON BOOSTERS. THUS, DEPENDING ON OUTCOME OF THIS ISSUE, 
CASTOR II MAY NOT EVEN BE USED FOR IMPROVED "N". SCICOUNS HAS 
SUGGESTED ON PERSONAL BASIS THAT GOJ SUBMISSION PROMISED IN 
WASHINGTON MEETINGS SHOULD NOT BE HELD UP SIMPLY BECAUSE 
DECISION ON SECOND-STAGE ENGINE NOT YET MADE, AND THAT REPLY IN 
WHICH ALTERNATIVE SECOND-STAGE ENGINES ARE IDENTIFIED WOULD 
BE MORE USEFUL THAN NO REPLY AT ALL. DEPT AND NASA GUIDANCE 
ON THIS ISSUE WOULD BE USEFUL. 

6. EMBASSY WOULD APPRECIATE DEPT'S REACTION TO CONCLUSION THAT 
DECISION ON CASTOR II TECHNOLOGY SHOULD BE MADE ON BASIS OF 1969 
SPACE AGREEMENT. 

HODGSON 



LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 



NNN 



Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 30 JUN 2005 




Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 30 JUN 2005 



Message Attributes 



Automatic Decaptioning: X 
Capture Date: 01 JAN 1994 
Channel Indicators: n/a 
Current Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Concepts: TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, AGREEMENTS, CONSTRUCTION, SCIENTIFIC COOPERATION, ROCKET ENGINES, LICENSES 

Control Number: n/a 
Copy: SINGLE 
Draft Date: 07 AUG 1974 
Decaption Date: 01 JAN 1960 
Decaption Note: 

Disposition Action: RELEASED 
Disposition Approved on Date: 

Disposition Authority: cunninfx 
Disposition Case Number: n/a 
Disposition Comment: 25 YEAR REVIEW 
Disposition Date: 28 MAY 2004 
Disposition Event: 

Disposition History: n/a 
Disposition Reason: 

Disposition Remarks: 

Document Number: 1974TOKYO10246 

Document Source: CORE 

Document Unique ID: 00 

Drafter: n/a 

Enclosure: n/a 

Executive Order: N/A 

Errors: N/A 

Film Number: D74021 5-0549 
From: TOKYO 
Handling Restrictions: n/a 
Image Path: 

ISecure: 1 

Legacy Key: Iink1974/newtext/t19740866/aaaacehw.tel 

Line Count: 131 

Locator: TEXT ON-LINE, ON MICROFILM 
Office: ACTION SCI 

Original Classification: LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 
Original Handling Restrictions: n/a 
Original Previous Classification: n/a 
Original Previous Handling Restrictions: n/a 
Page Count: 3 

Previous Channel Indicators: 

Previous Classification: LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 

Previous Handling Restrictions: n/a 

Reference: STATE 168756 

Review Action: RELEASED, APPROVED 

Review Authority: cunninfx 

Review Comment: n/a 

Review Content Flags: 

Review Date: 31 JUL 2002 
Review Event: 

Review Exemptions: n/a 

Review History: RELEASED <31 JUL 2002 by kelleyw0>; APPROVED <27 FEB 2003 by cunninfx> 

Review Markings: 

Declassified/Released 
US Department of State 
EO Systematic Review 
30 JUN 2005 



Review Media Identifier: 

Review Referrals: n/a 
Review Release Date: n/a 
Review Release Event: n/a 
Review Transfer Date: 

Review Withdrawn Fields: n/a 
Secure: OPEN 
Status: NATIVE 

Subject: SPACE COOPERATION - CASTOR II ROCKET TECHNOLOGY 
TAGS: TSPA, JA, US 
To: STATE 
Type: TE 

Markings: Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 30 JUN 2005 



Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 30 JUN 2005 




